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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely Tiled 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Examiner's Comment 

Examiner considers the "withdrawn" labeling of claims 1-40 to be incorrect. The 
claims of 1-40 are considered cancelled, due to the preliminary amendment submitted 
on 12/9/2005, in addition to no restriction requirement being made in the case. 

Priority 

The later-filed application must be an application for a patent for an invention 
which is also disclosed in the prior application (the parent or original non-provisional 
application or provisional application). The disclosure of the invention in the parent 
application and in the later-filed application must be sufficient to comply with the 
requirements of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112. See Transco Products, Inc. v. 
Performance Contracting, Inc., 38 F.3d 551, 32 USPQ2d 1077 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

The disclosure of the prior-filed application, Application No. 60/220,601, fails to 
provide adequate support or enablement in the manner provided by the first paragraph 
of 35 U.S.C. 1 12 for one or more claims of this application. The parent application 
(10/363,538) which claims priority back to two provisional applications 60/220,601 and 
60/277,274, has improper priority clamed, because the provisional application of 
60/220,601 does not cover any of the subject matter claimed in the applications 
claiming priority to it. This may be a typographical error for the number of the 
provisional document, but it need to be resolved as soon as possible. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 41-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being Grise by (Pat. No. 
4,884,865). 

Consider claim 41, 43 and 45, Grise teaches a backing, for carpets (Col. 5, 
lines 56-64), that is additionally used for the illumination of athletic fields. (Col. 6, lines 
25-38) The lighting system (which is also encompassed in the backing) uses a lighting 
source (light emitting diode (Col. 5 lines 1-10)) where the fiber optic bundles (50) are 
pushed through holes in the carpet, which are considered to be between individual 
synthetic fibers on the surface of the artificial turf. Additionally, the light source is 
considered to be visible on the surface of the turf system taught by Grise. 

Consider claim 42, Grise teaches that the Turf can be used on athletic fields 
(Col. 6 lines 25-38) and in airplanes. Since airport runway surfaces that would use 
artificial turf are going to of the same geographical nature as athletic surfaces, flat with 
short grass, the teaching of athletic fields is also considered to encompass airport 
runway surfaces. 

Consider claim 44, Grise teaches the use of a light emitting diode as the lighting 
source. (Col. 5 lines 1-10) 
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Consider claim 46, Grise teaches that the optic fibers reflect the color of the 
carpet and may be supplemented with reflective metallic elements. (Col. 2 lines 45-55) 
This passage is considered to teach the use of reflective particles. 

Consider claim 47, Grise is considered to teach that the lighting system (which 
is considered to encompass luminescent material) may be placed in a variety of 
configurations, which is considered to encompass having the lighting system on the 
lateral edge of the backing material. (Col. 1 lines 25-35) 

Consider claim 48, Grise teaches that the optical fibers are to extend from the 
backing and through the carpet or turf surface to be exposed along with the synthetic 
turf fibers. Since the optical fibers are luminescent when a light emitting diode is used 
in conjunction with them, therefore the synthetic turf configuration is considered to 
include luminescent material in its structure. (Col. 2 lines 13-20 and Col. 5 lines 56-65 
and Col. 6 lines 25-35) 
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Conclusion: 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gordon R. Baldwin whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5166. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:45-5:15. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jennifer McNeil can be reached on 571-272-1540. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



GRB 




JENNIFER C. MCNEIL 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



